1-Introduction
The main developmental task of adolescence is establishing a coherent sense of ego identity (Erikson, 1968) . In expanding the theory of identity development, Marcia (1966) used two criteria including exploration ( presence or absence) and commitment as well as a combine of these two criteria to introduce four identity status including identity achievement, moratorium, foreclosure and diffusion. The operational definition of ego identity of Marcia (1966) is well accepted by many researchers in the field of identity development (Schwarts, 2001) .The need for objective assessment of ego identity status caused to develop some scales for assessing the construct. For example, Adams and Shea (1979) developed a paper and pencil questionnaire called Objective Measure of Ego Identity Status (OM-EIS). Also a questionnaire called EOM-EIS-2 was developed by Adames, Benion and Hug (1987) .This scale consisted of ideological identity (include politics, purpose of life and religious issues) and interpersonal identity (include recreation, friends, sex roles as spouse and dating). In place of dating, Rahiminezhad (2006) has used a different analogy with respect to opposite sex pertaining to the Islamic culture of Iranian students.
Usually academic achievement can influence positively the future direction of life for students. The role of high school as contextual variable on identity formation has been considered by Lannegrand-Willems and Bosma (2006) . There is a necessity to develop the ego identity to specific realm as academic identity. For example, recently Roeser and Lau (2002) mentioned that academic identity refers to academic behaviors, competency and self-efficacy. Was and Isakson (2008) proposed four academic identity status compatible with Marcia's categorization of ego identity. Considering the important role of investigation on academic identity in high school students, developing a scale for measurement of academic issues in framework of ego identity is our concern. In this study, on the basis of Marcia's paradigm of ego identity status, a short scale (16 items) of academic identity is developed and is carried out on Iranian high school students. The main goals of this study include:
1-How many factors the academic identity status entails?
2-To what extent, our scale has similar factors to that of Marcia? 3-Do the academic identity statuses have enough evidence for convergent and divergent validity? 4-Does the new scale have an acceptable reliability?
2-Method

Participants
In this study 2202 high school students were selected randomly from different districts of Tehran, the capital of Iran (mean age =15.75 & SD=2.75 years old).
Instruments 1.Farsi form of EOM-EIS-2:
This tool has 64 items and was translated to Farsi by Rahiminezhad (2000) and carried out on college students, the validity and reliability of this scale were acceptable. In present study, the reliability of subscales is shown in table 4.
Academic Identity Status Scale:
This instrument includes 16 items and is developed in this study. It include four academic identity status (i.e., achieved, moratorium, foreclosure and diffused in the content of academic issues).
Finding
Exploratory factor analysis:
For finding the number of factors of AISS, exploratory factor analysis with principle component analysis was done. Using the criteria of eigenvalue more than one, and factor loading more than 0.40 yielded 4 factors. As shown in table 1 item 3 and item has cross load on two factors and item 6 did not meet the factor loading criteria. For the purpose of studying the amount of variance explained in this analysis, after omitting items 3 and 6 the EFA reanalyzed. .The table 2 shows important finding of this analysis. The total variance explained in the second factor analysis increase 5 %. 
Convergent and divergent validity:
In order to determine the convergent and divergent validity of the AISS, the zero order correlations between the academic identity statuses and their similar identity statues (EOM-EIS-2) were calculated (Ozcinar, 2006; Ozdamli, 2009 ). The result is presented in table 4. The amount of correlations of four academic identity statuses with their compatible concepts in ego identity statues is from 0.40 to 0.54 for ideological and from 0.26 to 0.56 for interpersonal identity status that are acceptable. Low correlation of noncompatible variables in two sets of identity tools show divergent validity of AISS. 
4.Discussion
In this study a new instrument in the field of ego identity is developed. Paralleled with the concepts of four ego identity status in Marcia's (1966) 14-I will continue in a field of study identified by the school counsellor or my favourite teachers.
15-I believe all fields of studies can be interesting but I have not chosen my favourite field of study yet.
16-I spent much effort to identify my scholastic aptitude and now I know what field I should choose for my studies. 
Farsi form of AISS (original form
)
